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Brigham City,Utah 84302-0906 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
---------------------------~------------------------------
LLOYDONA PETERS ENTERPRISES, 
INC. I 
Plaintiffs-Appellant, 
vs. 
DALE M.DORIUS and 
DELORIS P.DORIUS, 
Defendants-Respdondents. 
) 
) OBJECTION TO PETITION FOR 
REHEARING. 
Case No.18059 
Come now Defendants-Respondents and object to the 
petition for rehearing of Plaintiff-Appellant and 
respectfully submit the following in support: 
1. That the basis of said petition is without merit. 
2. That the Court did consider the issues raised by 
Plaintiff-Appellant and the majority opinion has already 
determined said issues in favor of th~ Defendants-Respondents. 
3. That the Court did not commit an error in 
applying the law to the facts of this case. 
4·. That this objection is supported by the brief of 
Defendants-Respondents to be forthcoming within the time 
allowed by the Utah Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 76(e) (2). 
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WHEREFORE Defendants-Respondents respectfully 
request that norehea ring be granted. 
DATED this 18th day of March,1983. 
Walter G. Mann 
Attorney for Defendants-
Respondents 
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copy of the foregoing objection to petition for rehearing 
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